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KEFTIU AND THE PEOPLES OF THE SEA.

I.—EARLY RELATIONS BETWEEN EGYPT AND GREECE.

IT may well be that in the idea of Herodotus and his contempor-
aries, that the gods of Greece came originally from Egypt, there lies a
consciousness of a fact, and that there was latent in the Greek mind a
vague idea that their civilization had, far back in the mists of time,
come into contact with that of Egypt, and even that some of its
characteristics were of Egyptian origin. Leaving out of account the
question of the possible African origin of ' Mycenaean' culture, and so
ultimately of much of the civilization which we know as ' Greek,' we can
now say with certainty that we know that Greek culture had, a thousand
years before Herodotus, been brought into contact with the already three
thousand year old civilization of Egypt, and that this contact was a com-
paratively close one, and one which cannot fail to have resulted in a
perceptible modification of the less-developed and younger culture. We
now know that this contact was closest in the sixteenth and fifteenth cen-
turies B.C., when the kings of the XVIIIth Dynasty reigned over Egypt.1

As to the routes by which this connection was first established and
afterwards carried on, opinions may differ. I have myself expressed

1 The date of the XVIIIth Dynasty has finally been proved by Dr. Budge in a concise and
convincing argument on pp. 153—156 of the first volume of his new History of Egypt;
Amenophis III. began to reign not later than 1450, and Amenophis IV. (Khu-en-Aten or
Akhu-n-Aten) ceased to reign not later than 1400 B.C. These dates are based, not on mere
calculations of the reigns of Egyptian kings, but on a synchronism with Assyrian and Babylonian
kings whose dates are known from the cuneiform records, and, further, this Babylonian evidence
agrees in every point with the Egyptian evidence on the subject.
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certain views on the subject which have been the subject of some
criticism, but I confess that although I see that I unduly minimized the
possibility of direct communication between Greece (sc. Crete) and
Egypt at this period, yet I am not prepared to wholly abandon my view
that the long and circuitous route vid Cyprus and the Palestinian coast
was that originally taken and afterwards more or less maintained. We
know that the fleet of the confederated Mediterranean tribes which
attacked Egypt in the reign of Rameses III. {circa 1200 B.C.) actually
did take the longer route and was defeated off the Palestinian coast.
Similarly, the expedition of the Athenians took the longer route to Sicily.
A large fleet, encumbered with convoy, might well in both cases take the
longer way when single ships would directly cross the open sea, but the
probability remains that the longer and safer route was the original one by
which connection was first established, and that it was not until the
approximate position of either Egypt or Sicily was well known that the
direct route could be first dared, then used with certainty of arriving at
the goal.

I have assumed that these Mediterranean confederates of Rameses
III.'s time came from Greece, or thereabouts. The correct determination
of who these ' Peoples of the Sea' and their predecessors, the men of
Keftin and the Ha-nebu, were and where they came from, is so important
a matter that it would seem advisable to put together anew some notes
upon the subject which may tend to make the connection of these
' Peoples of the Sea' with matters Mycenaean clearer to those who are
still doubtful on the point.

The Egyptian monuments of the sixteenth to the twelfth centuries
B.C. chronicle relations which existed during the period contemporary
with the Mycenaean Age in Greece between the Egyptians and various
peoples of the Mediterranean, who are distinguished from the Semites of
Palestine and Syria. Non-Semites of the Eastern Mediterranean who
came into close contact with Egypt during the period when Mycenaean
wares were regularly exported thither come very near being Mycenaeans
themselves. And as a matter of fact we find some of them actually
depicted by the Egyptians as wearing Mycenaean costume and bringing
Mycenaean vases with them to Egypt as gifts to Pharaoh.
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II .—THE H[A-NEBU.

A constantly recurring general appellation for the inhabitants of the

' Lands of the Very Green Sea' under the New Kingdom was <\|P' KZ^,

Ha-nebu, a corrupt phrase which at least as early as the XVIIIth Dynasty
meant to the Egyptians 'All the Northerners,' and when, as was sometimes

the case, the word ^ ^ Meht, meaning ' North,' was substituted for Ha,

the meaning could no longer be doubtful to any reader. From this
time onwards the phrase meant ' All the Northerners,' and in Saite and
Ptolemaic days this meant definitely Greeks, and nothing but Greeks.

The word"EX\»;i'£? is translated <W ^37 in Ptolemaic inscriptions, and

in the sixth century inscription recording the battle of Momemphis (Hdt.
ii. 163, 169) the Ionian auxiliaries of Amasis are called Hau-nebu.1

Mr. W. M. Miiller has made an investigation into the origin and
history of the word,2 which I have supplemented with some additional
matter.3 It appears that although under the XVIIIth Dynasty the word
meant ' All the Northerners,' and referred to the Mediterraneans, its
original signification was something quite different, for the original form of
the name was simply Haau, which means ' Fen men ' of the Delta, those
who dwelt in the papyrus-swamps of the North, foreigners to whom it was
expressly forbidden to communicate any of the magical protective formula;
of the Book of the Dead, thus definitely marking them off as outside the
pale. Originally then the Ha-nebu were neither Greeks nor Northern
Mediterraneans of any kind.

But the corrupt form <W KZ? is found as early as the Vlth Dynasty.

Whether this was already read Ha-nebu, and meant 'All the Northerners,' or
retained the proper value Haau,' Fenmen,' is uncertain : I think the latter was
probably the case, and that at this period the word meant no more than the
Delta-people, so that when Pepi I. is described in his ' Pyramid-Texts' as

' circling in the circle of the <\\F ^3?,' this was read Haau, and the idea

1 Daressy, Recueil, xxii. ; Oldest Civilization, p. 323.
2 Asien u. Europa, p. 24 ff.
3 Oldest Civilization of Greece, p. 159 f.
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was that the ghost in the course of his peregrinations would wander among
the barbarians of the swamps and sands of the Mediterranean coast. The
' circle' {debit) can, in the absence of Convincing archaeological proof of any
connection between Egypt and the Northerners at this early period,1 hardly
be taken to mean as yet the circling round of the land from Egypt vid
Palestine and Phoenicia to Asia Minor, though the name for the north
Syrian coast, Kedi {Kode), certainly meant part of this in later times,2 and
under the XVIIIth Dynasty the basin of the Eastern Mediterranean, the
north-western world of the Egyptians, going vid Syria to Asia Minor and
Crete and so back by Libya, was known as the ' Great Ring,' shen tier?

We thus find no certain reference to the populations of Asia Minor
and Greece under the Old Kingdom. But under the Middle Kingdom,
though the original meaning was ' Delta-people,' it is probable, seeing that
some kind of connection between Crete and Egypt seems to have been
already established, that the word Ha-nebu had now begun to acquire the
meaning which it certainly bore under the XVIIIth Dynasty,—Northerners
of Southern Asia Minor and Greece,—and that the ' Circle' had already
been projected forward into the north-western lands.

At this period a certain idea of a supernatural character was attached
to the Ha-nebu, for they are spoken of in poetical antithesis to mortal
men. The conception bears some analogy to the Chinese idea of the
Fan-kwei or ' Ocean Spirit,' nowadays generally translated as ' Foreign
Devil' The Egyptian idea of the Ha-nebu or Meht-nebu seems to have
been almost equally uncomplimentary; and they are referred to in the
Book of the Dead as raiders and spoilers, from whom the god Thoth was

1 Prof. Petrie's discoveries of ' Aegean' pottery in tombs of the First Dynasty at Abydos still
remain difficult to explain, since the evidence from Crete seems to point to a contemporaneity of
the primitive ' Amorgian' period with the Egyptian Middle Kingdom.

2 Miiller thinks this word originally meant the 'Circle' of the Gulf of Issos {pp. cit., p. 248),
and to judge from the way in which it is mentioned in the inscription of Rameses III. describing
the march of the Pulesatha and their confederates against Egypt (v. tost, p. 183) this seems a
very probable explanation.

3 O ^ ^ S t ' ' A*VWV < ^ >
A Q ~r~*, so distinguished from the fiekher uer Naharen, ^^ 1—1 [-pi /www

' Great Encircling Water of Mesopotamia,' i.e. the encircling waters of the Euphrates and Tigris.

The =--> of the sentence ^ ^ U "HK ^ « t quoted by Miiller, op. cit., p. 253, n. 3, must

be emended to w , ' the Great Ring of the Great Green Sea,' for the waters of the Eastern
Mediterranean do not enzvc&z anything, as those of the Euphrates and Tigris do, but are enclosed
in the Great Ring of Palestine, Asia Minor, Crete, and Libya.
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prayed to deliver his worshippers, and the personification of Rest, Hetp,
to grant respite.

Under the XVIIIth Dynasty the word cuj> v. y. now certainly read

Ha-nebu, and translated ' All the Northerners,' can no longer have meant
the Haau or Fenmen of the Delta, who had ceased to exist as a separate
people,1 but the nations of the Great Green Sea, the Mediterranean, in
general, with the exception of the Palestinians and Syrians : the phrase
was never used and never had been used to designate them. It might
have been expected that with the disappearance of the swamp-people the
corrupted name ' All the Northerners' would have been transferred to the
Semites of Palestine, who had always typified the Northlanders for the
Egyptians ; but it is really quite natural that the mysterious Mediterranean
tribes, already known under the Middle Kingdom as raiders of the Delta,
should have succeeded to the name rather than the Semites, whose
tribal appellations were well known. But, although the Mediterraneans
were called Ha-nebu, and in the reign of Merenptah the sea-peoples
are directly described as Mehti, ' Northerners,' yet the ' Isles in the midst
of the Great Green Sea,' the ' Ends of the Lands of the Great Circle,' from
which they and their congeners came, were always regarded by the
Egyptians as belonging to the West, and the next people mentioned
under the XVIIIth Dynasty as coming from the Isles was regarded as
typical of the West just as the Semitic nations were regarded as typical
of the North. Thus to the Egyptians these Mediterraneans were
Northerners who came from the Isles of the West ; i.e. their home lay
tiortk-west of Egypt. The name of this definitely Western people meets us
for the first time under the XVIIIth Dynasty: the men of the land of

Keftiu v~"<' ^ \ cw\2 or Kefthiu \ \> C^C^i, a term used on the

1 We have no proof of the existence under the New Empire of any inhabitants of the Delta
other than the Egyptians themselves, some Semites in the direction of the Wadi Tumilat and the
Isthmus (the Israelites, for example), and the Libyans, whose encroachments on the Delta had
become very noticeable in Merenptah's time. I am therefore unable to accept the theory, errone-
ously ascribed to me by Mr. Cecil Torr (Class. Rev. xvi. p. 183), that ' the name Hannebti . . .
was always applied to the inhabitants of the Delta ; so that, when the Hellenes settled in the Delta,
the term came to be applied to them.'

2 As it stands, this is the name of a land, not of a people. Prof. Maspero prefers to use
the form Keftiu (Kefdtiou) for the people, the land being, according to him, properly Kefti. This
may be so, and the derivation of an ethnic Kefiin from the land-name Kefti is very probable, but

M
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monuments, sometimes interchangeably with Ha-nebu^ to represent the
Peoples of the North-West, but in a less vague manner than Ha-nebu. It
ceased, however, to be used as early as the time of the XlXth Dynasty ;
the word Ha-nebu survived it and was used in a more or less correct sense
in the Saite and Ptolemaic periods, when Keftiit was revived in a way
which shews us that its real meaning had been long forgotten.

The especial interest of the name Keftiu lies in the fact that whereas
we have no representations of any Ha-nebu, the men of Keftiu are often
represented by the Egyptians of the XVIIIth Dynasty, and, to judge from
their appearance, costume, and tribute, they were not only Mycenaeans,
but specifically Cretan Mycenaeans. The term Keftiu however probably
included other Mycenaean lands besides Crete.

III .—KEFTIU.

The word Keftiu, like Ha-nebu, is Egyptian, being the same as the
expression kefti, signifying 'At the back of,' or 'Behind'; i.e. the land
Keftiu was the ' Hinterland,' the ' Back of Beyond,' to the Egyptians.
The lands of the Back of Beyond were assigned to the countries of the
shen uer, the ' Great Ring ' of the Eastern Mediterranean, already referred
to. In the ' Hymn of Amen,' a poetical composition in honour of Thothmes
III., we find the king given power to smite the peoples who dwell in

"v<N, \ \ \ \ t = J w . . v ^ ^ J KeftimiCi)? tan sheneuet, sheiiet
-=LX1 Jl JT I M r—7-3 X /www C33 A <=>' J v '
uer, ' the Keftius {i.e. Hinder Lands), the Lands of the Ring,3 the Great
Ring.' In the next sentence the antithesis to the Plinder Lands is given by
the mention of the people of the Fore Lands, or countries immediately in
front of Egypt, the Heru-shau, ' Those who are upon the Sands,' the Bedawin
of the eastern frontier. So Keftiu lay in the extreme aphelion, so to
speak, of the orbit of the peoples which revolved around the central sun

we have no instance of the form Kefti unless we read the sign ^N\ as ti, and not as tin. Probably

Prof. Maspero reads it ti: I, in consonance with an equally well-grounded opinion, read it tin, and
in presence of the variant spelling Kefthi«, which is as certainly that of the land and not of the
people, I am inclined to retain the reading Keftiu for the land. The people may very well have
been called ' Keftiu' also, but to avoid confusion, I have generally spoken of them as ' Keftians'
or 'men of Keftiu.'

1 E.g. in a list of the Nine Barbarian Nations (Brugsch, Geographische Iiischriften, ii. p. 88).
2 I propose to read here keftiuii, not the ordinary pehuu (v. Brugsch, Worterbuch, p. 1493).
3 Determined by the sign < J; ' island.'
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of Egypt, in the remotest part of the Mediterranean Ring. South-western
Asia Minor, Rhodes, and Crete are not indistinctly indicated, and the
specific identification with the latter was proposed by Brugsch as long
ago as 1858.1

Further, as has been said, the land of Keftiu is definitely assigned to
the West. The ' Hymn of Amen' in another passage mentions Keftiu,

phonetically spelt out this time as ^v cy^3 , with Asy, a land to which

we shall again refer, as ' lands of the West' In the tombs of Puamra {temp.
Hatshepsut) and Rekhmara {temp. Thothmes III.), at Thebes the typical
nations of the four quarters of the world are depicted : first comes the
East, represented by the Punite of Somaliland, then the South, repre-
sented by a negro, then the West, by the European-visaged, Mycenaean-
clothed man of Keftiu, finally the North, by a typical Semite.2 We see
the same arrangement in other Theban tombs of this period. Palestine,
Phoenicia, and Syria, the lands of Tchahi (Zahi), Kedi, Kharu, Upper
Rethnu and Lower Rethnu, Naharen, Amar, &c, the lands of the Semites,
that is, were always typical of the North, and the Negroes of the South ;
Punt of the South-East could often do duty for the East, and either the
Libyan of the South-West or the Mycenaean of the North-west could
personify the West. There seems then no doubt as to the geographical
position of Keftiu, which (1) =the isles of the Mediterranean, and (2) lay
north-westward of Egypt, at the furthest end of the ' Great Ring.'

There seems no doubt, but, unluckily, in Ptolemaic times Keftiu was
used to translate the Greek word ^OIVLKH] : i.e. the Ptolemaic Egyptians
thought Keftiu was Phoenicia. Hence the natural conclusion was drawn
and generally maintained until a few years ago that the Keftiu of the
XVIIIth Dynasty was also Phoenicia, and that the description of it as a
Western land was a gross piece of carelessness on the part of Thothmes III.'s
poet. But this theory always had great difficulties to contend with.
(i) Why Phoenicia should be assigned to the West in the XVIIIth
Dynasty tombs while the rest of the Semites were all regarded as repre-

1 Geographische Inschriften, loc. ci!.
2 I am indebted for this information, as regards the tomb of Puamra, to Mr. Percy Newberry,

who was kind enough to allow me, during a stay at Thebes in the early part of last year, to make
many notes of his tracings, &c., of the wall-paintings in the tombs, which I have, with his per-
mission, used to supplement the results of my own examinations of the representations of the men
of Keftiu and their belongings.

M 2
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sentative of the North was never explained l : to get to Phoenicia, an
Egyptian would go North-East. In the tombs of Puamra, Rekhmara,
and others, where tribute is represented as being brought by representa-
tives of the Quarters of the World, the Keftian is always carefully marked
off as a separate and peculiar race of mankind, in no way related to
the Semite, for instance, who represented the north, while, as has been
said, the Keftian represented the west, (ii) The facial type of the
Keftians, splendidly exemplified in the first three figures in the great
procession of tribute-bearers in Rekhmara's tomb and also in the earlier
tomb of Puamra, is not only non-Semitic, but is definitely European.
Puamra's man has a Roman nose and looks rather like an Italian ; the
second man in Rekhmara's tomb is absolutely Italian in type, and has
a remarkably strong, heavy-jawed, almost 'nut-cracker' face, evidently
a portrait: the first man, the ' Great Chief of the Isles,' is fairer, with
a prominent nose, and a remarkably small mouth : his expression is con-
siderably milder than that of his lieutenant. The rest are more or less
conventionalized types, strongly approaching the ideal Egyptian ; the utter
dissociation from anything even remotely resembling a Semitic type is thus,
except in one or two instances, which will be noted below, carefully
emphasized by the Egyptian artists, who evidently regarded the Keftians
as being, as was also the case with the Punites, more like themselves than
the Semites, (iii) In the tombs of Puamra, Senmut, Rekhmara, and
Menkheperrasenb (reigns of Hatshepsut and Thothmes III., B.C. 1600-1550),
their costume is as definitely non-Semitic. They wear only waistcloths,

1 Mr. Torr's attempt to explain away this by the supposition that when the Egyptians spoke
of Keftiu and Asy as being in the West, the word ' West' need not here mean ' west' as a point
of the compass, but may quite well mean ' the west country' in the sense in which that term is used
in cuneiform inscriptions, namely, as a designation of the seaboard of Syria (loc. cit. p. 183) breaks
up upon the fact of the pictures of the Keftians as representative of the Western point 01
the compass in the Theban tombs. But in any case his suggestion would have been impossible.
The word Amenti means the western point of the compass, and was never used by the Egyptians
as a designation for Syria as a translation of the Sumerian group MAR-TU, ' the W7est,' which
a Babylonian, pronouncing it Aharru, naturally used for Syria. Had it ever been used in so
confusing and absurd a way, we should find the lands of Tchahi, Rethnu, &c., spoken of as in ' the
West' : but we find no instance of this. I do not, as Mr. Torr says, imply that the Babylonian
term was known to the Egyptians (generally) : no doubt it was known to those who could read or
write cuneiform, but to nobody else. The word Amar, used by the Egyptians as a designation for
part of Syria, is probably a native name (the land of the Amoiites), identical with a name for part
of Syria, Amiirru, which, since the syllable nmr is written with the same sign as the syllable liar,
was used by the Babylonians in the fifteenth century B.C. to designate the country known usually as
Aharru,' the West,' the Sumerian group MAR- TU. Neither Amar nor Amurrn meant' the West'
to either Egyptians or Babylonians ; they meant nothing more than Amar and Aimirru.
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richly embroidered and coloured, often with spiral patterns, ending in a
tasselled fringe, and twisted at the top round a thick belt, probably
leathern. They wear boots, also gaily ornamented, reaching to the
calf of the leg, and their hair was apparently allowed to grow to its
full natural length and hung behind in long tresses below the waist-
belt, while in front it was twisted up into an elaborate arrangement
of top-knots or curls, one man wearing a kind of pointed horn or Kepas at
the side. Now it was evident from the first that these were very odd
Phoenicians, for no Phoenician that we know of ever dressed himself like
this. I think we know now who did, and that is the Greek Mycenaean.
But the Mycenaean was unknown in the days of Wilkinson and Brugsch,
and in view of the Ptolemaic identification these people with the
glaringly un-Semitic costume and the glaringly un-Semitic faces and
hair had to be regarded as veritable Phoenicians of Tyre and Sidon.
They dressed differently then, was the only explanation. But why,
when all the rest of the Semites dressed in their usual Semitic fashion
in voluminous parti-coloured robes, with comparatively short, bushy
hair, &c. ?

With the discovery of the remains of the earlier civilization of
Greece came the solution of the puzzle. It was seen that some of these
Keftians brought as tribute objects of apparently Mycenaean origin ; then
the identity of their own general appearance with that of the Mycenaeans
was shown. The conviction that the poet was right when he spoke of
Keftiu and Asy as western lands, and that the Keftians were nothing else
but Mycenaeans, grew apace: Steindorff (1892) and Miiller (1893)
rejected the Ptolemaic identification with the Phoenicians almost con-
temporaneously, but the latter erred from excess of caution when he
placed Keftiu in Cilicia, a country with no known connection with
'Mycenaean' civilization, and hardly belonging to the West. Apparently
Miiller regarded the Keftiu not as themselves genuine Mycenaeans, but
as mere handers on of Mycenaean objects received from the West. And
this in face of their Mycenaean dress! In 1898, v. Bissing gave some
of the reasons for the rejection of the identification with the Phoenicians,
and accepted the Keftians as Mycenaeans1 ; in the next year he

1 Jahrb. Arch. Inst. xiii. pp. 53-54:—' (i) Except in the stereotyped Lists of Nations, the
Keftiu only occur during the reign of Thothmes III.—with the Phoenicians, as is well enough
known, the Egyptians had relations in later times as well; (ii) The Keftiu occur in none of the
commemorative inscriptions or romances which deal with Phoenicia and Syria ; (iii) The Keftiu are
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announced that he had come to the conclusion that Keftiu included Crete
in its signification.1 This was a return to the opinion of Brugsch in 1858.
The accuracy of Brugsch's conclusion was remarkably confirmed a year
later, when the well-known fresco of the Cupbearer was discovered by
Mr. Evans at Knossos ; this man's appearance is the same as that of the
XVIIIth Dynasty Keftians in the tomb of Rekhmara :—the same waist-
cloth with the same belt and fringe, the same hair, the same dark-red
complexion, the same boots, carrying the same kind of vase, and in the
same attitude. The comparison between the Keftians and the men of the
Vaphio cups was confirmed, and the conclusion that they were Mycen-
aeans was natural ; a direct connection between Greece and Egypt
c. 1550 B.C. seemed thus proved. But the objection has been raised2 that
the Cupbearer may not be a Cretan at all ; that as well at Knossos as at
Thebes he may be the representative of some nation intermediate between
Greece and Egypt, which sent tribute to the Mycenaean dynasts of
Crete as well as to the Egyptian Pharaoh, the said nation being pre-
sumably the impossible Phoenicians or Cilicians. The objector forgets
that whereas the Keftiu were foreigners in Egypt, this Cupbearer is not
a foreigner in Crete ; he is as Mycenaean as the men of the Vaphio cups,
whom both he and the Keftiu so much resemble, and, after all, the picture
of a Mycenaean found in Crete is presumably that of a Cretan Mycenaean.*

I should be inclined to doubt, however, that Keftiu always = Crete
and nothing but Crete. The fact that the word is Egyptian and has a con-
notation almost, though not quite, as vague as that of Ha-nebu, disposes me
to think that the Egyptians of the XVIIIth Dynasty did not understand by
the word any absolutely definite country such as Crete, but 'the Isles of
the Great Green,' ' the Lands of the Great Ring,' in general, that is to say
not only Crete, but the other Mycenaean lands behind it, the south-
western coasts of Asia Minor, which no doubt seemed to the Egyptians a
series of islands (much as the Antarctic continent is figured on our maps),
and possibly even Cyprus, to which Mycenaean culture had apparently
already penetrated from the West.
not mentioned in the Tell el-Amarna Letters, which are so well informed on all Syrian-Phoenician
relations ; (iv) Nothing in type or costume of the Keftiu indicates a Semitic origin' (Transl.).

1 Ath. Mitth. xxiii. p. 248, n. 2.
2 Torr, Class. Rev. xvi. p. 184.
3 That the men of the Vaphio cups, whose coiffure is in details the counterpart of that of the

Keftians, were Cretans, seems, in view of the probability that these cups are really of Cretan
workmanship, extremely likely.
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Cyprus certainly was well-known to the Egyptians at this time ; it
had a name of its own—the full form of which I have restored—Yantdnay,

(I ij "^ ij H r̂ -̂n ; this I take to be the same as the name of Yatnan

or Yatnan a, by which the Assyrians knew the island five hundred years
later.1 Another XVIIIth Dynasty foreign-land name, Asy, already
mentioned as used in connection with Keftiu to denote the lands of the
West, was identified by the Ptolemaic archaeologists with Cyprus ; the
identification may be correct ; if so, Asy may have been really the name
of part of the island only ; Yantanay certainly was the whole, as it is
described in the Stele of Canopus (1. 9), in a passage obviously copied from
some now destroyed tribute-list at Karnak, as ' the island <Nebinaiti>
{read Yantinaiti) which is in the midst of the Great Green Sea.'

The land of Alashiya, constantly mentioned by both Egyptians and
Asiatics from the sixteenth to the eleven centuries B.C., has also been
identified by Miiller with Cyprus or part of it ;2 his identification was based
on the fact that Alashiya was, as is evident from the Tell el-Amarna
letters {temp. Amenhotep IV.; c. 1430 B.C.), a maritime country under an

1 Oldest Civilization of Greece, p. 163. The word was only known in a mutilated form . . . .
ntanay: the first syllable being unknown. I identified it with a Ptolemaic name for Cyprus

/ \ J[ IJ U \ \ * rwx/i ' ' Ar«fo'««?Vz',' which, as it stands, is corrupt and impossible ; it is a misread-

i n g of
A. -1 r\ /wwv\ r\ j\

.hieratic original of the XVIIIth Dynasty, giving the true form J J ft (I Tk (1(1

for the mutilated word in the inscription of Thothmes III. (Lepsius, Denkmiiler, iii. 303, 18), which
is obviously the same as the Assyrian name for Cyprus, Yatnan or Yatuana. Mr. Torr
has misunderstood me on this point, and has also fallen into a sericfus error as to a
matter of fact. He says (Class. Rev. xvi. p. 183), ' the author says that Asi was "certainly part of
Cyprus," but he does not give any reasons for saying so. As a matter of fact, Asi was supposed to
be Cyprus, because the Canopic decree of 238 B.C. was supposed to have a name like Asi in the
hieroglyphic text to represent the name Cyprus in the Greek text. But on p. 163 the author has a
long note, showing that the name in the hieroglyphic text has been misread and is not the least
like Asi.' But, as a matter of fact Asy is not mentioned in the Canopic decree at all, and, further,
in my note on p. 163, I never said that the name in the hieroglyphic text of the Canopic decree
had been misread as ' Asi.' When I say ' Nebinaiti,' I do not mean ' Asi '

(In his article ' Die Urheimat der Philister,' in Mitth. Vorderasiat. Ges. 1900, p. 8, W. M.
t /W\AAA /wwv\ ri r\'

Miiller suggests I|| ll 0 "^\ U U tH^1 . This is possible, and gives practically the same result,

Antanay. But I prefer J\ to nl AAAÂ A, in view of my identification of the XVIIIth Dynasty

word with the Ptolemaic 'Nebinaiti.' This identification is not made by Miiller, nor has he
perceived the identity of 'Antanay or Yantanay with the Assyrian Yatnan.)

2 Das Land Alasia ; Zeits. fur Assyriologie, x. (1895) P- 257 ff-
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independent king, which mined and exported copper to Egypt. But ivory
was also exported to Egypt by the Alashiyans, and Cyprus was surely
never a land of elephants ! Miiller's suggestion that this ivory came not
from Mesopotamia, where as we know from both Assyrian and Egyptian
records, the Indian elephant ranged at this time and for many centuries
later, but from Libya, is improbable, to say the least of it. But in spite
of the ivory export I hold with him that Alashiya must be Cyprus,
because not only was copper exported thence, but was actually mined
there : in a letter written in Babylonian, the usual diplomatic medium—the
French, in fact—of the time, the king of Alashiya writes to the king of
Egypt, apparently Amenhotep III., saying 'Brother, should the small
amount of the copper [sent to thee] be displeasing to thy heart, [it is]
because in my land the hand of Nergal my lord slew all the men of my land
[z.e. they died of the plague], and there was no working of copper ; and it
was, my brother, not pleasing to thy heart. Thy messenger with my mes-
senger swiftly will I send, and whatever amount of copper thou hast asked
for, O my brother, I, even I, will send it thee.'1 Now copper was appar-
ently not mined in ancient times anywhere in the eastern Levant except in
Cyprus, so that Alashiya must be Cyprus, and the ivory must have simply
come from Mesopotamia to Egypt via Cyprus. We know from the finds
in Cyprus that the Cypriote Mycenaeans, like the peoples of Asia Minor
{Iliad, iv. 141), were greatly given to work in ivory. If, however, it can be
proved that copper was ever mined anywhere on the Cilician coast, the
Cyprian claim would be jeopardized, for the rest of the evidence points as
much to the mainland as to Cyprus. The fact that the Alashiyans were
raided by the Lukki or Lycians proves nothing as to their exact geogra-
phical position, and the Egyptian envoy Uenuamen, who in the reign of
the priest-king Herheru, four hundred years later, was driven by contrary
\\md?> facVKY \.\v& ?\\oes\\cvax\ coâ V to XYas\vvya., may qyAte a.s we\\ \va.N>e t>ee\-\
carried to Cilicia as Cyprus. And the fact that the Alashiyans used the
Babylonian cuneiform script, like the rest of the mainlanders as far as the
Taurus, points rather to a continental than an insular position ; we have
no proof that cuneiform ever gained any foothold in Cyprus, where at this
period, a pictographic script possibly analogous to the Cretan, seems

1 " Ahi, kf siher erfi ina libbi-ka la isakin, summa ina mati-ya kati Nergal beli-ya gabba ameluti
sa mati-yaIduk, u ebfs ert yanu ; u, ahi-ya, ina libbi-ka la sakin. Marsipri-ka itti marsipri-ya arhis
ussir, 11 mimimme eri sa terissu, ahi-ya, u anaku ultebildk-ku. " (Budge and Bezold, p. xxxvi.)
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to have been in use. Further, there is the question of the ivory. But at
present Cyprus has the best claim to be Alashiya.

Miiller's identification of the land of Arsapi or Arsawi, also mentioned
in the Tell el-Amarna letters, with Alashiya is simply ' Sache des Glaubens ' :
the name of its king, Tarkhundaraush, definitely points to Cilicia as his
home.

The same writer's further argument that Alashiya (so called by the
cuneiform-using peoples, and spelt Alasa by the Egyptians of Amenhotep
III.'s time) is really the same as the land of Asy, probably vocalized
A'seya, of Thothmes III. (the / being dropped in the earlier and less
correct pronunciation, but restored when the cuneiform spelling showed the
Egyptian scribes the proper transliteration), is not only ingenious, but
extremely probable. This identification simplifies matters considerably ; we
no longer have to accommodate at least three land-names with teraitory in
Cyprus.

Yantanay then is certainly the whole of Cyprus; Alashiya, called
A's6ya by the Egyptians until they learnt to spell it properly as Alasya,
is probably part of it, though the very doubtful Cilician possibility must
not be altogether lost sight of.

It seems probable enough that the term Keftiu, though not identical
with Cyprus alone, as Birch and Chabas maintained,1 included Cyprus ; the
Keftians of Rekhmara's tomb bring ivory to Egypt, as the Alashiyans did,
and the King of Yantanay sent Thothmes III. as a present a silver vase ' of
Keftiu-work,' which at least shows connection, if identity be not conceded ;
and the fact that A'seya (Alashiya) and Keftiu are mentioned separately
in the ' Hymn of Amen' as representing the West, need not mean that the
first, which was the name of a single land, was never included in the second,
which was a vague geographical designation. If, however, the distinction
is insisted upon, and Cyprus is considered outside the boundary of Keftiu,
then the last name is simply pushed further to the west, in the direction
of Crete and the Aegean, which were certainly included in it in the times
of Hatshepsut and Thothmes III. Archaeological research in Crete has
shown us that Greece proper was in communication with Egypt at least
as early as the time of the Xllth Dynasty, and that these relations were
continued under the Xlllth, and during the Hyksos or 'Intermediate'

1 Mimoire stir tine Patere igyptienne; pp. 23 ff., 50 ff. Brugsch preferred Crete. Both were
right, if Keftiu includes both Crete and Cyprus.
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period : the tombs of the XVIIIth Dynasty at Thebes have shown us that
Mycenaeans, probably of Crete, had set foot in Egypt as early as 1500 B.C.

And now I come to a point which bears on the question of the route
which Cretans would take to get to Egypt at this time. Keftiu is mentioned
in the same sentence with Asy (Alashiya) which, if it is not Cyprus or part
of it, must be placed on the Cilician coast, and in lists of foreign peoples is
always mentioned in conjunction with the Syrians and before the Kheta.
That is to say, Keftiu was away beyond the Kheta, and at the same time
could be placed in juxtaposition to the Syrians. I took this to be a
further indication that Cyprus was intended to be included in the Keftiu-
countries, for this is precisely the geographical position usually assigned to
Alashiya, but if Keftiu is really Crete, Rhodes, and the Aegean islands
only, why is Greece mentioned in this category, unless we assume that
the Cretans came to fight via Cyprus and the Palestinian coast? If they
came across the sea direct to Libya, why are they not rather mentioned in
conjunction with Libyan tribes than with those of Asia Minor and Syria?
I think this point in favour of my view is worth examination.1

The Mycenaean objects depicted on the walls of XVIIIth Dynasty
Theban tombs (in the necropolis-hill of Shekh 'Abd al-Kurna) as
brought by the Keftiu to Egypt, are chiefly metal vases of various kinds,
among which the familiar Bugelkanne does not figure, though golden
Biigelkannen are represented three hundred years later in the tomb of
Rameses III.2 More especially we see (Fig. 1) long one-handled vases of
the type of the Trichter or False Trickier (without the hole : a Mycenaean
beer-warmer !) like those figured by Furtwangler-Loschcke, vii. Fig. 42,
xi. Fig. 71 ; and precisely like that carried by the cupbearer at Knossos.3

These vases are very characteristic of the Keftians. The warrior with

1 Also the use of the ' Ring' and ' Circle ' terms for the Mediterranean lands looks to me as
if the earliest way of getting to Crete was by circling round the coast-line ; you began with the
Fore Lands to the east of the Delta, passed on to the first twist round (the debn of the Vlth Dynasty ?)
to Palestine, then reached the next ' left incline ' at the ' Circle' (Kedi, the Gulf of Issos) and
passed along the coasts of the Back of Beyond, the Hinder Lands, to the southerly turn which brought
you to the Isles of the West.

2 That the clay Bugelkanne had already reached Egypt at this time is shown by the specimen
(doubtless of Cretan origin) from the Maket tomb at Kahun (temp. Thothmes III.).

3 A similar 'beer-warmer ' in Egyptian blue faience of late XVIIIth or XlXth Dynasty date
is preserved in the Fourth Egyptian Room of the British Museum (No. 22,731), where it is exhibited
together with two XlXth Dynasty blue faience Biigelkannen (No. 30,451) ; the first two published
by me in Oldest Civilization, Figs. 53, 52). No. 22,731 is presumably the Trichtei mentioned
by v. Bissing, Jahrb. Arch. Inst. loc. cit.
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drawn sword who looks back to make some remark to his comrade
who follows in the great procession of Mycenaean gift-bearers in the
tomb of Rekhmara (Fig. 2 below) carries a great white vase with curved
handles, which, as v. Bissing has pointed out,1 are exactly like those of
the well known alabaster vase from Mycenae (Schliemann, Mycenae,
Fig- 3S6). I think, however, that this vase was of silver. The sword
carried by this warrior is remarkable : the type is definitely European.
Hitherto the form of the hilt has been incorrectly reproduced in all draw-
ings of the Keftiu ; I have given it more accurately in Fig. 2, though
the pommel should be rounder, and may be compared with that of the
sword represented on the remarkable onyx cameo discovered by Mr. Evans

FIG. 1. FIG. 2. FIG. 3.
(Tomb of Rekhmara.) (Tomb of Rekhmara.) (After Virey, Tombean de Rekhmara.)

at Knossos in 1902. The whole sword bears a remarkable resemblance to
a well-known type from Italy, of Early Bronze Age date, of which several
specimens are preserved in the British Museum, Ethnological Department.2

The date usually assigned to these Italian swords, or rather daggers,
by students of European archaeology, is about 1600 B.C., which is, within
fifty years, the exact date of the Rekhmara frescoes. A development of
this early form, which also bears considerable resemblance to our Keftian
weapon, is known from Italy and Greece in later days. The Mycenaean
swords from Ialysos are quite different in type, having a cross-guard.

1 loc. cit.
2 Temple Bequest, 1856 ; W. T. 703 : Blacas, 1867. The same type is also known from

Neuenheiligen in Germany (Horae Ferales, vii. 10) and La Guillotiere in France {ib. vii. 8).
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Another Keftian from the same tomb, carrying a very Mycenaean
prochous, is also figured above (Fig. 3). In the tomb of Menkheperrasenb
two silver vases, each with a single line of embossed or inlaid spirals
running round the centre, have handles not distantly resembling those of the
famous golden Ze-nas d/u,<piKinreWov from the tomb at Mycenae (Schlie-
mann, op. cit., Fig. 346). In the earlier tomb of Senmut, now unhappily
ruined but for the precious fragment of fresco in the north-western corner
of the forehall, which contains what is left of the Keftian representations,
are carefully depicted several cups of the type of the famous Cups
of Vaphio, and the silver cup from Enkomi, but of more elaborate

FIG. 4. FIG. 5.

(Tomb of Senmut; after Prisse d'Avennes, corrected in accordance
with my notes, 1902.)

FIG. 6.

(Sketched in the Tomb of
Senmut.)

workmanship than the last and of enormous size. These vases were
very accurately reproduced in colour by Prisse d'Avennes in his Histoire
de VArt Egyptienne (Vases des Tributaires de Kafa, Nos. 2, 9,) of
which the blocks in my Oldest Civilization of Greece are tracings: the
illustrations given above (Figs. 4, 5) show them more correctly, how-
ever. Both vases are of silver inlaid with gold. A fragment on the extreme
left, where the wall is broken away, shows a golden vase of the same type,
decorated with inlaid copper spirals (Fig. 6). A vase of similar type, but
rather more elongated shape, is depicted among the Keftian gifts in the
somewhat later tomb of Menkheperrasenb ; it bears an inlaid design of two
bucrania, with horns interlaced. This remains as yet unpublished. The type
occurs again, four hundred years later, in the tomb of Imadua, who lived in
the time of Rameses IX., Neferkara, of the XXth Dynasty, as late as
1100 B.C. This brings the Mycenaean period down later than the usual
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theories of date would allow, and very near the time of the Pinetchems and
Pisbankhas. Besides the vases of Vaphio type, the Keftian on the
extreme right carries on his shoulder a magnificent prochous, the lower
part of which is of gold, the upper, with neck and handle, of silver ;
a chased band of silver masks the junction (Fig. 7) ; the raised ring on the
shoulder is found on Cretan vases, cf. those from Zakro published by Hogarth
in J.H.S. xxii., pi. 12, stone vases and others of Kamares ware, from
Knossos, published by the same writer in the Annual for 1899-1900 vol. vi.,
Fig. 24. (A similar ring occurs on the great white vase in the tomb of
Rekhmara, already alluded to.) His second fellow to the left carries a
massive vase of copper or bronze with a heavy mouth, four ring handles

FIG. 7. FIG.

(Sketched in the Tomb of Senmut.)

at its greatest circumference, and four near the base, which is a massive
ring-stand with a projecting band close to the lower edge ; in line with the
upper set of handles is a band of rosettes (Fig. 8). This remarkable vase
has already been figured, not quite accurately, by Prisse d'Avennes, loc. cit.,
followed without correction by Miiller, Asien ?/. Europa, p. 349. It appears
to me to bear considerable analogies to the appearance of certain types of
Kamares pottery which are evidently derived from metal originals. {Annual,
vi. Figs. 24, 27 [8]). The two sets of handles occur on the great Knossian
pithoi. Among the tribute in Rekhmara's tomb are also depicted, besides
a fine silver prochous with beautiful gold bands of spirals covering its
body,1 a great golden protonie of a bull,2 exactly resembling the famous
silver bull's head with the golden rosette on its forehead which was
found at Mycenae, and other protomai of animals, especially lions.

1 Prisse d'Avennes, loc. cit. 4 ; Oldest Civilization, Fig. 47.
2 Ibid. Fig. 2\.
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Which of these, we wonder, is of the type of the ' silver shauabti vase
of the work of Keftiu' which was sent to Thothmes III. in the forty-
second year of his reign by the king of Yantanay ? And were the
' four vases of bronze with silver handles, weighing 56 debn 1 kedt,' sent
at the same time ' with all the good things of that land,' also Mycenaean ?
The productions of the Mycenaean art workers might well seem good
to the Egyptian chronicler, and certainly the Egyptian decorator of the
tomb of Senmut did his best to perpetuate their goodliness for all time.

Most of these Mycenaean objects seem particularly Cretan in appear-
ance, and it seems very probable that these embassies came from Crete
during the great age of Knossos and Phaistos.

But among the Mycenaean vases brought by the Keftians are also
others which are not of Mycenaean workmanship. These are apparently
Phoenician imitations of Egyptian work, since in style they are more or
less Egyptian. This fact compels us to believe that much of the commerce
between the Keftian lands and Egypt filtered through Phoenician channels,
and that the Keftian ambassadors quite possibly came vid Phoenicia,
and in Phoenician ships. The Phoenicians were active navigators and
merchants then and afterwards ; all the Phoenician cities known to us in
' classical' times were already great and flourishing, and, as we see from
the Tell el-Amarna letters, which have shed so priceless a light upon the
state of the Nearer East in the fifteenth century B.C., were devoted, as careful
merchants and bankers should be, to the interests of the protecting arm of
Egypt. The bulk of the commerce between Egypt and the Mediterranean
lands was evidently carried in Phoenician bottoms, and in a tomb of this
period at Thebes there existed till lately a fresco, discovered and published
by M. Daressy,1 which depicted the busy scene at the Theban quays on the
arrival of a Phoenician merchant-ship, with its beak-nosed owners in their
voluminous and multi-coloured robes on board, one of whom carries a
small Mycenaean amphora of the type of one found in Egypt and now
exhibited in the Egyptian Department of the British Museum (No. 4858 ;
Oldest Civilization of Greece, Fig. 49).

That this importation from Keftiu of Mycenaean objects, and probably
of Mycenaean ambassadors also, by Phoenicians occasionally led to some
confusion in the minds of the Egyptians is natural, and the result is that
occasionally we find Keftian tribute-bearers represented as approximating

1 Rev. Arch, xxvii. (1895) pll. 14-15, Maspero, Premieres Melies, p. 407.
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to the Semitic type.1 No doubt the question may fairly be asked whether
this is really a mistake, and whether undetermined Semites from the far
north were not sometimes included in the Keftian names as well as the
Mycenaeans. But this is hardly possible, for in the most carefully decor-
ated tombs, such as those of Senmut and Rekhmara, the people from
Keftiu are always depicted as Mycenaeans of the type of the Knossian
cupbearer and the bull-catchers of the Vaphio cups : the representation of
Keftians as Semites is unusual, and only occurs when the subject is
bearded ; the influence of use and custom seems then to have inclined the
artist's hand to approximate to the Semitic type. But when Mycen-
aeans are correctly represented they are always described as Keftians
and bear no other name. It seems then that when the Egyptian artist
represented Keftians as Semites, he was simply making a mistake. In
any case the fact cannot be taken to support the obsolete view that the
Keftians were Phoenicians, seeing that when Mycenaeans appear they
are always called Keftians, and after all that has been urged to the
contrary above.

Keftiu then is primarily the North-western coasts of the Mediter-
ranean, from Crete to Cyprus : and it is possible that the name was also
used in a restricted sense to denote Crete alone.

IV.—THE PEOPLES OF THE SEA.

We can now turn to the tribes of the Mediterranean, not described as
Keftians, who came into contact with the Egyptians during the period
between the XVIIIth and XXIst Dynasties (c. 1500-1000 B.C.), and are
generally known as the mysterious and much-disputed ' Peoples of the
Sea.' With the end of the XVIIIth Dynasty the word Keftiu disappears
from the Egyptian monuments, and seems to have been no longer generally
used. -A list of Keftian proper names on a writing-board and a list of words
of the Keftian language on papyrus, which date to the end of the XVIIIth
Dynasty, are the last records of the men of Keftiu. In the place of the
vague geographical term Keftiu we now meet with the names of individual
tribes of the Great Green Sea, known to the Egyptians as piratical warriors
who made the traversing of the sea unsafe for peaceful merchants and

1 In the tomb of Menkheperrasenb, once or twice; in the tomb of Amenemheb, the well-known
General of Amenhetep II. , usually.
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travellers, and from time to time descended in predatory hordes, allied
with the restless tribes of Libya, upon the Egyptian Delta, with no other
mission but to burn, to kill, and to enslave, or allied themselves with either
Egyptian or Kheta for pay and subsistence. The peaceful and highly-
civilized Keftians disappear, but Mycenaean culture did not disappear from
the ken of the Egyptians with them. The XlXth Dynasty foreign settle-
ment at Gurob has yielded Mycenaean vases ; Mycenaean ' Biigelkannen '
and 'Trichter' were imitated in Egyptian blue faience by the XlXth
Dynasty potters, and Mycenaean ' Biigelkannen ' and pitlioi of copper
and gold are depicted among the costly /ceifirjXia of the tomb of King
Rameses III. of the XXth Dynasty (c. 1200 B.C.); even later traces of
Mycenaean art may be noted in Egypt. Thus, during the whole period of
the piratical activity of the ' Peoples of the Sea' Mycenaean civilization
was in existence, and in connection with Egypt. And we shall see that
many of these peoples must have been Mycenaeans, while others, if
probably outside the circle of Mycenaean culture, lived so close to its
confines that they must have been considerably influenced by it.

It was natural that in the days before Schliemann De Rouge's identi-
fication of many of them with Dardanians, Danaans, and Achaians, and
all the host of the wars of Troy should have met with considerable in-
credulity ; and it is true that some of his identifications never held water.
But we now see that others were by no means so absurd as they were
perhaps naturally considered to be in the 'sixties, and the historical insight
of Prof. Maspero has succeeded in sifting the wheat from the chaff with
regard to them so well that there remains but little for others to do.

In the Tell el-Amarna letters three tribes are mentioned which we do
not meet with on the monuments of the XVIIIth Dynasty. These were
the Lukki, piratical seafarers who raided the lands of the king of Alashiya,
the Sirdana, apparently mercenary soldiers who served any master for pay,
and the Danuna, a tribe settled on the Canaanitish coast. That the Lukki
are Lycians there is no reason to doubt, but Mr. Torr has suggested {Class.
Rev. loc. cit. p. 184) that they were rather the inhabitants of the land of
Laki, mentioned among the conquests of Asshur-natsir-pal, which he places
in Phoenicia and identifies with the valley of the Lykos, the modern Nahr
el-Kelb. But we know perfectly well where Laki was : it is definitely
described in the inscription quoted by Mr. Torr as being partly ' on this [i.e.
the Assyrian] side of the Euphrates,' and extending to the region of the
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Upper Tigris (the Subnat or Sebene-su), i.e. the district of Diarbekr. The
inscription does not mention any 'great sea of the land of Laki,' but, like
others of the same king, speaks of Asshur-natsir-pal as ' the king who from
beyond the Tigris even up to Mount Lebanon and the Great Sea, the
whole of the land of Laki, and the land of Sukhi, together with the city of
Rapiki, hath cast into subjection under his feet, and (the territory) from
the source of the river Subnat up to the pass which lieth over against it
hath conquered with his hand.'1 Since Laki is certainly the district
between the Upper Euphrates and the Tigris, and Lukki was a Mediter-
ranean country with ships and seamen, there is no need to point out also
the philological impossibility of identifying La-ki-e with Lu-uk-ki.

Since, then, we have no Assyrian, Phoenician, or Biblical record of any
people, land, or river in this neighbourhood with any name resembling L^nkki
and Lykos, and it is inherently probable that the Nahr el-Kelb has always
been called the ' Dog River,' and that its Greek and Arabic names are trans-
lations of the original Phoenician, Mr. Torr's identification of the country of
the Lukki with the little gorge of the Lykos (which, by the way, has not
much room for inhabitants) will hardly hold. That the Lukki were no
mere inhabitants of a Phoenician fishing-village, is shown by the fact of
their appearance as a nation side by side with the ' Cilicians' and
' Pisidians,' among the allies of the Kheta in the war against Rameses II.
We have no reason whatever to refuse to recognize in them the Lycians.

It is on the occasion of this war against Rameses II. that the northern
tribes next cross our path. The princes of the Kheta, whose main seat
seems to have been Cappadocia, and whose empire seems to have spread
at one time or other westward to Mt. Sipylos and in the fourteenth
century KC. had been extended as far south as Northern Palestine, found
the new dominion over the Syrians which they had acquired during the
faineance of Khuenaten seriously threatened by the warlike activity of
Seti I. of Egypt and his son Rameses, both of whom aspired to restore
to Egypt the Asiatic dominion of Amenhetep III. Accordingly they

1 Transl. by Budge and King, Annals of the Kings of Assyria, p. 344. The text reads :—
' Sarru sa istu ebirtan Idiglat adi Labnana u tamdi rabite, Laki ana sihirti-sa Suhi adi Rapiki ana
.sepe-su usikni-sa, istu res eni Subnat adi nirib sa bitanikat-su iksud.' The passage giving the exact
position of Laki reads :—' Alani sa sep annate sa Puratte sa Laki sa Suhi' (ib. p. 355). Further,
the cities of the land of Laki were reached after the king had gone up into the narrows of the
Euphrates, and in other inscriptions the country is spoken of as lying between Carchemish and
Urartu (Ararat).

N
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joined to them the forces of their dependents and allies in Asia Minor
and advanced to meet the Egyptian attack, which, however, triumphed
at the Battle of Kadesh. Among these allies are the following foreign
tribes of the north: the people of Luka, who are the same as the Lukki
or Lycians, those of Pidasa {i.e. the Pisidians), of Kalakisha (the Cili-
cians), and three others, the tribes of Dardenui and of Masa, and of
a land whose name has been variously read as Maunna, Ariunna or
Iliuna, and Iaunna or Yevanna. Of the identity of the Kalakisha, the
Pidasa, and the Luka there seems little reason to doubt: the -ska
termination of the name of the first is, as I have pointed out,1 merely
the Asia Minor nominal suffix -azi or -aza, which we find in Lycian,
and is the well-known termination -aacri% or -aaaos, so characteristic of
Asia Minor place-names. Prof. Petrie, however, has lately suggested2 that
Kalakisha (Qarkish) rather = Kirkesion on the Euphrates, and that the
Pidasa were not Pisidians or Pedasians (Leleges) but people from the
river Pidias (Prof. Petrie uses the modern form) in Cyprus. I am unable
to see that the last supposition has anything in its favour. The name of
the Pediaeus is purely Greek, and cannot have existed in pre-Hellenic
times : it was so obviously conferred because this river flows through the
only plain of Cyprus. We cannot even accept Prof. Petrie's suggestion
with the necessary corollary that Greek was already spoken in Cyprus
c. 1300 B.C., because the people who came from the .banks of the Pediaeus
would in that case have been the IleStatot: the final 9 would have dis-
appeared, and so the Egyptians could not have represented it as Pi-da-sa.
In any case, Prof. Petrie himself points out that the allies were ' a body of
chariots ' : is it not more likely that the Pidasa were continentals like the
rest than that they were a small ' body of chariots ' specially, and with
great trouble, transported from Cyprus ? Prof. Petrie accepts the equation
Luka = Lycians : why not identify their companions the Pidasa with the
neighbouring Pisidians or with the Pedasians of Caria (Leleges) ?3 The
other identification is thus far probable : now that we know the meaning of
the -ska termination, it seems to me, as before, that the identification of
Karaki-sha or Kalaki-sha with the Kilik-ians is the natural one, but it
may well be that Kirk-es-ion may have been a settlement of Karakisha
(Kilikians). The conjunction with Carchemish (which itself possibly ends

1 Oldest Civilization of Greece, p. 178. 2 Proc. Soc. Bib!. Arch. xxiv. p. 317.
;1 Oldest Civilization, p. ioo.



KEFTIU AND THE PEOPLES OF THE SEA. 179

with the Asia Minor termination) is in favour of Professor Petrie's
identification with the Kilikian settlement on the Euphrates rather than
with the race in general.

The further identifications of the Masa with the Mysians and of the
Dardenui with the Dardanians, tempting though they are, we may perhaps
hesitate to accept fully until some further light has been thrown upon the
whole question of the exact geographical limits of the Kheta dominion.
There is no proof of the validity of these identifications beyond remark-
ably close similarity of name, and the Mysians and Dardanians are rather
far afield ; the Mysians in fact were still astride the Hellespont in Homeric
days. Prof. Petrie suggests Jebel Musa near the Orontes and Jebel
Durdun in Cilicia. I cannot see that the first need be any more than
' Moses' Hill,' but the second is more probable. But still the Dardenui
who lived in Cilicia in Rameses II.'s time and left their name in Jebel Durdun
may be the same as the Dardanians who lived in Phrygia in Homeric
days. When the Dardenui were regarded as Dardanians of Troy it was

natural enough to read the name ^s>- - ^ " "S\ fw\ as Ariunna and so

identify it with Uion (Iliiinna) : alternative readings Ma-uti-na ( = Maeonia?)
and Iaunna or Y'-wan-na (= Ionia ?)x have been proposed. Prof. Petrie
has now, it seems to me, found the most probable identification. He reads
Ari-tven-na and identifies with Oroanda. This fits in entirely: dri is the
most usual value of -<£D ,̂ and the termination -na corresponds, as it
should do, with an ending in -nda. Another name of the allies,
Katchauadana, Prof. Petrie identifies with Kataonia.

Here then we have a body of allies drawn by the Kheta from the
western confines of their kingdom, the centre of which was Cappadocia ;
Cilicians of several tribes, Kataonians (?), Oroandians, Pisidians or Pedas-
ians (Leleges from Karia), and Lycians. The Lycians are thus mentioned
for the second time in Egyptian annals. The majority of these tribes
were, as far as we know, non-Mycenaean, but that Leleges and Lycians
were in the fourteenth century B.C. if not comprised within the circle
of, at least strongly influenced by, Mycenaean culture, which we find in
full activity in Crete and perhaps in Rhodes also in the sixteenth, is
inherently probable.

1 W. M. jVIiiller, Asien it. Enropa, p. 369. This is the least prob.ible reading and identifi-
cation. I have already noted {Oldest Civilization, p. 129) that no 'Vivana' are mentioned in
•the Tell el-Amarna letters.
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We next meet with the Peoples of the Sea nearly seventy years later,
when the long reign of Rameses II. had come to an end, and the state of
decadence into which Egypt had sunk during the old age of her ' Grand
Monarque,' is significantly marked by the ravaging of the Delta by the
hosts of the Northerners in alliance with the wild marauders of Libya, led
by the chiefs of the Masha or Mashauasha.1 The Northerners seem to
have reverted to the time-honoured traditions of the Ha-nebu, the peaceful
intercourse with Keftiu is forgotten, and the Mycenaeans of this latter day
appear simply as marauding vikings, ' fighting to fill their bellies daily,'
as the Egyptian record pithily puts it.

The Mehtiu who had ' come from all quarters' and ' from the lands of
the Great Green . . . . to Egypt, to seek food for their mouth,' whom ' the
miserable Libyan led hither,' consisted of, besides the Luka again, the
Akaiuasha, the Turusha or Thuirsha, the Shakarusha or Shakalesha, and
the Shardina. These last we have met already. They are the same as
the mercenary soldiers of the Sirdana, mentioned in the Tell el-Amarna
letters two hundred years before, and, the Varangians of their day, under
Rameses II. they enlisted in the Egyptian service as life-guards.

De Rouge's identification of the Akaiuasha with the Achaians has
only once been challenged, by Brugsch, when he felt an uncontrollable
desire to banish the whole collection of Peoples of the Sea to the Caucasus.2

The supposed difficulties in the way are non-existent: the representation of
^ by the Egyptian q (k) has an exact reverse parallel in the Assyrian name
for the Cilicians, Hilakku ; the -aslia or -ska termination is merely the
Asia Minor nominal suffix -azi or -aza, already referred to, with which
most of these names, including even that of the Libyan Masha or Maxyes,
end ; and W. M. Miiller has shown that neither the Akaiuasha nor any of
the rest of these tribes were circumcised, as used to be thought the
case.3 Akaiuasha means simply the 'A^cuFot. Whether the use of the
Lycian suffix shows that these proto-Achaians themselves still spoke one
of the Asia Minor group of tongues, which, as Kretschmer has shown, at
one time included the whole of Greece, insular and continental, in its
territory, or whether it simply means that the Egyptians took their name
down from an Asia Minor source, as was probably the case with regard to

1 The Maxyes; see Budge, Hist. Eg. v. 150, vi. 39. - Egypt under the Pharaohs, ii. 124.
3 Pro,. So,: Ribl. Arch. x. p. 147 ff.
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the Mashauasha, must remain uncertain: the former view seems very
probable; Aryan Greek may not even yet (1200 B.C.) have been spoken
far south in Greece.

We have other somewhat earlier evidence of the presence of the
Thuirsha on Egyptian soil in the name of an official, An-Tursha, whose
grave was found at Gurob ; that the foreigners in whose settlement the
grave of this ' Pillar of the Tursha ' (such is the signification of his name) was
found were themselves Tursha or Thuirsha is a legitimate conclusion enough.
I am no more able now than two years ago to give them a local habitation,
and a more or less Greek name of their own. The ' Eastern Tyrsenians'
•of Asia Minor seem to be the Toreboi simply. And Italy is too far off
to go for them, as is also the case with the Shardina. The next tribe, the
Shakelesha, are undoubtedly, as Maspero concluded twenty years ago,1 the
Sagalassians of Pisidia. They are the representatives of the Pidasa of
seventy years before. The identification absolutely hits the right nail on
the head. The name is of the required Asia Minor form ; Sagalassos =
Sagal-aza = Shakalesha. And the Sagalassians are not too far off, as
De Rouge's Sikels were. Mr. Miiller rejects the identification with the
Sikels {Asien ?/. Eiiropa, p. 357) but accepts that of the Thuirsha with the
Tyrsenians and that of the Shardina with the Sardinians ; if the two last
are probable, the first is equally so. For the identification of the Shardina
with the Sardinians De Rouge was also responsible, but, in spite of the
tempting resemblance of the name, it seems to me that if we remember
that -na is also an Asia Minor nominal suffix, as well as -as/ia, it will
seem evident that Maspero's identification with the Sardians of Lydia is
far more probable. If we identify them with tribes of the Aegean and
Asia Minor coast, we have all these peoples close to heel, and not careering
off too far to the west. Also they are spoken of as coming from the
direction of Asia, and, like the Keftians before them, in connection with the
Kheta of Cappadocia.

The invaders were defeated by Pharaoh Merenptah at Piaru in the
Delta, and there fell of the Libyans over 6300 men, and of the uncircum-

1 W. M. Miiller (Alitth. der Vorderasiatischen Gesellschafl, 1900, p. 4) errs in attributing this
identification to Herr C. Niebuhr, who seems, when he repeated it (Orientalische Litteratur-
zeitung, ii. 381) to have been unaware that Prof. Maspero had twenty years' priority of him in the
matter.
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cised in all 2372 hands were taken as trophies, of which the Shakalesha
contributed 250 (212 men) and the Turusha 790 (742 men).

The Akaiuasha, the Thuirsha or Tur(u)sha, and the Shakalesha
apparently visited the Nile-land no more, but the subsequent history of
the Shardina is interesting. We have seen that they served the Egyptians
as mercenary soldiers in the time of Khuenaten and Rameses II . ; they
then turned against their old employers and fought them in the company
of their own kith and kin ; afterwards they again returned to their
allegiance, and when the next shock of Northern attack fell upon Egypt
fifty years later in the reign of Rameses III. the formidable Varangians
proved true to the salt which they had eaten, and the ' mighty men
of the Shardina' formed, with some Thuirsha, the backbone of the
Egyptian army and fleet which overthrew the Philistines and their
allies, among them apparently other Shardina, off the Syrian coast.
The whole story presents a most curious parallel to the doings of the
Northmen in the Middle Sea in the eighth and ninth centuries of
our era.

After defeating another Libyan attack in his fifth year, three years
ater Rameses III. found his kingdom threatened by a serious combination

of the predatory Northerners ; besides some Shardina, the Purusatha or
Pulesatha, the Uaskasha, the Tchakaray (Zakar), and the Danaau or
Danauna are mentioned. The last-named have been already mentioned ;
they are evidently the Dannna mentioned in the Tell el-Amarna letters.
That the Pulesatha must be the Pelishtim or Philistines is generally
admitted, and tradition is unanimous in bringing the Philistines from Crete,
which if it be Caphtor, gives a further reason for the identification of
Keftiu with Crete. That the Philistines were an intrusive non-Semitic
element in the land to which they gave the name of Palestine is evident,
and there is no reason against the many reasons for an acceptance of the
traditions which bring them from Crete.1 We find no mention of them
before this date, and it is at least probable that it was now that their
migration took place. It is certain that they moved as a whole migratory
people : they landed a large proportion of their men, women, and children,.

i On this subject cf. Principal Moore's article Philistines in the Encyclopaedia Biblica, and
the articles of W. M. Miiller in the Alitth. Vorderasiat, Ges. for 1900. The latter is the first to
comment on the occurrence of the name Caphtor in a Ptolemaic inscription at Ombos, as Keptar
(p. 5). The fact that the translators of the Septuagint translated Caphtor by ' Cappadocia ' shows,
that they were looking in the right direction for a country with a name resembling Caphtor.
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goods and chattels, for a large proportion of the invading host marched
by land, with their households and household gods in rude two-wheeled
carts drawn by oxen. It seems that the landing took place on the southern
coast of Asia Minor, for the expedition is described, probably in exaggerated
terms, as follows :—•' The Isles were restless, disturbed among themselves
at one and the same time. No land stood before them, beginning from
Kheta (Cappadocia and Cilicia), Kedi (the ' circling' of the Syrian coast
at the Gulf of Iskanderun), Carchemish, Arvad, and Alashiya. They
destroyed them, and assembled in their camp in the midst of Araar
{Amurru ; Palestine).' It is a regular Vdlkerwanderung, coming by ship
from the isles, and ejecting an irresistible, slowly moving horde on to the
coast west of Cilicia, which spread over Northern Syria, like a swarm of
locusts, destroying as it went, while the ships coasted along the land,
overwhelming Cyprus on the way, till the whole came to a halt on the
Palestinian coast, where the Egyptian army and fleet met, and, according
to the Egyptian account, in the amphibious conflict which followed annihi-
lated the invaders. But in view of the fact that the Philistines were in full
possession of Philistia not so very long after, we may well doubt the
completeness of the annihilation.

Like the Pulesatha, the Tchakaray and Danauna who accompanied
them were also primarily maritime tribes. The Tchakaray are mentioned
as dangerous sea-pirates as late as the XXIst Dynasty (1050 B.C.) when
the Egyptian envoy Uenuamen was prevented by their ships from leaving
the harbour of Byblos. Their personal appearance as represented on the
Egyptian monuments is not merely un-Semitic, but definitely European,
and since the name Danauna evidently ends with the same Asia Minor
suffix as that of the Shardina (the simple form Danadu is actually found),
it is evident that both tribes must be relegated with the Pulesatha to
the ' Isles' from which the Egyptians said they came. So that the
mention of the Danuna in the Tell el-Amarna letters merely shows that
in the fifteenth century B.C. they already possessed a settlement on the
coast of Palestine, just as the Tchakaray are still found in possession of
the town of Dor in the time of Uenuamen, nearly four hundred years
later. These settlements are analogous to the isolated colonies of Teutons
who squatted on the ' Saxon Shore' long before the main hordes of
Saxons and Angles swarmed over into Britain and ' no land stood before
them.'
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If the Pulesatha, Tchakaray, and Danauna came from the Isles, so
did the Uashasha ' of the sea.' The identity of the last three tribes is by
no means so obvious as that of the Pulesatha. For the Uasliaslia I have
suggested an identification with the Axians of Crete.1 * Waxaza would
be a correct kleinasiatisch translation of "Agioi, and if the Pulesatha came
from Crete, why not the Uashasha ? I do not see that the objection that
Axos is not a seaport town is valid : it no doubt had its dependent port
either at Bali Bay or nearer the mouth of the Mylopotamos (Oaxes). The
lower Oaxes valley would naturally belong to Eleutherna, but Eleutherna
may itself have then been dependent upon Axos, whose name was identical
with that of the river from source to mouth. But this is mere arguing
in the clouds : I repeat my suggestion, relying on the fact that Uashasha
must be an Egyptian transliteration of a kleinasiatisch * Waxaza, which
would be a correct translation of the Greek Fd^ioi.

I went on to bring the Tchakaray and Danauna also from Crete, and
adopted the old'identifications with the Tev/cpoi and Aavaol of Greece. The
difficulty with the former is the v. On account of this Miiller has rejected
the identification, but can propose no substitute. Nor can I, but since the
presence of the v forms a very valid objection, I am content to temporarily
relegate the Tchakaray to the same limbo of uncertainty as the Thuirsha.
The identification of the Danauna with the old tribal name of the Aavaoi,
used to denote a tribe of Greece, probably Pelasgians, and not in its
Homeric sense, is more than tempting. Miiller regarded it in 1893 very
cautiously as ' Sache des Glaubens,' but I imagine that now the -11a
termination has been explained, he would be more inclined to accept it,
especially since we have the name in its simple form as Danadu, without
the nominal affix.

Of the tribes which attacked Egypt under Rameses III., then, one is
traditionally regarded as having come from Crete, and eventually settled
on the Palestinian coast, where several finds of Mycenaean pottery, at
Tell el-Hesy, Tell es-Safi, &c, point to a connection with Mycenaean
peoples, if not to a Mycenaean population in Palestine itself; another
possibly came from Crete; another may be Cretan Danaans, who
established settlements on the Palestinian coast; the last is uncertain, but
if the others came from Crete, why not it also ?

There is nowhere else to place these tribes or the others before them.
Oldest Civilization of Greece, p. 177.
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Whatever their names might be we should have no option but to place
them on the southern coast of Asia Minor, in Crete and the Aegean ; the
Egyptian evidence is clear as to their origin ; they are not Palestinians, but
tribes of the ' Great Green Sea,' who came, like the Keftiu before them,
from the ' Isles of the West.'

Their personal appearance on the Egyptian monuments is as un-Semitic
as that of the Keftians. Often, as M tiller has already remarked, the
features of the Philistines (Fig. 9) and
of many of the Shardina (Oldest Civili-
zation, Fig. 50, right) at Medinet Habu
are of the classical straight-nosed Greek
type, and the Tchakaray (Fig. 10) are,
as has already been remarked, European
in face : in fact, all with occasional ex-
ceptions are definitely European in ap-
pearance, some with the moderately
aquiline nose of the Italian {Oldest
Civilization, Fig. 41 ; Asien it. Europa,
p. 364), others with a decided snub
{Asien u. Europa, p. 375 ; Oldest Civili-
sation, Fig. 50, left). We have only to
look at their portraits to see that they all come from west of the
Taurus, and many no doubt from Europe itself.

Their costume points the same way. The
Philistines, Tchakaray, and Uashasha wear the dis-
tinctive feather headdress which the Lycians wore
at Salamis (Hdt. vii. 92) and which the Ionians are
represented on the Assyrian monuments as wearing.
It is worn by warriors on a Geometrical vase frag-
ment from Mycenae,1 and by a warrior armed with
an axe on a carved draught-box from Enkomi.2

The great round shields and long broad swords of the Shardina, which
they retained in Egypt even when wearing an Egyptian gala-uniform,
are absolutely European, as absolutely different from the shield and
dagger or curved scimitar of Egypt as from the weapons of the Semites.

Ei<;. 9.—A PHILISTINE.

Temp. Rameses HI- (Medinet Habu.)

;. 10. —A TCHAKARAY.

Temp. Rameses III.
(Medinet Habu.)

1 Wide, Jahrb. Arch. lust. xiv. p. 85. '-' Murray, Excaruit/'ons in Cyprus, p. 12, Yi%. 19.
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The shields are quite Homeric: the swords Mycenaean enough. The
Shardina usually, the others sometimes, wore body-armour, as we see in
the representation of the sea-fight with Rameses III. (Fig. 11). Further,
the dress of these warriors is, as has been pointed out by W. M. Miiller
{Asien u. Enropa, p. 378), identical with that of a warrior represented
on an Ialysian gem (Furtwangler-Loschcke, Myk. Vasen, E. 30).

' And so, perhaps, the warriors of the Akaiwasha, the Danauna, and the
rest, to whom Zeus had indeed given it " from youth even unto age to
wind the skein of grievous wars until every man of them perished," were the
representatives in the second millennium B.C., of the historic peoples whose
names they seem to bear.' And at this time at least some of these tribes
must have been comprised within the circle> of Mycenaean civilization.

FIG. 11.—A SHIP MANNED BY SHARDINA AND PHILISTINES, ATTACKED BY THE EGYPTIANS.
Temb. Rameses III. (Medinet Habu.)

We have however no definite ascription of Mycenaean objects to them, as
in the case of the Keftians ; but, although the Mycenaean pots at Gurob
may not have been brought there by Thuirsha, their occurrence in a
foreign settlement one of whose officials was a Thuirsha certainly connects
this tribe with Mycenaean culture ; and the finds of Mycenaean pottery in
the domain of the Philistines point in the same direction. It is noticeable
moreover that in the XlXth Dynasty and in the reign of Rameses III.
the Bugelkanne, more characteristic of the later or true Mycenaean period
than of its earlier or' Minoan' phase, became very much sought after in.
Egypt. We see Biigelkannen of gold and of copper in the tomb of
Rameses III. which bear the same zigzag ornament as do the already
mentioned small Egyptian blue faience false-necked vases in the British
Museum (Fourth Egyptian Room, Nos. 30,451): great pithoi, perhaps also-
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of Mycenaean origin, represented with these, are ornamented either with
the same pattern or with un-Egyptian wavy lines strongly suggestive of
the raised ornament of the pithoi of Knossos and Ialysos (Fig. 12).1 In
fact, the latter phase of ' Mycenaean ' culture exemplified by the dis-
coveries at Ialysos was in operation in the days when Egypt was attacked
by Mediterranean tribes of European aspect, often bearing names identical
with Greek tribal appellations, some of whom can only have come from
lands then comprised within the circle of Mycenaean culture. Those were
days of Sturm und Drang in the Eastern Mediterranean and probably in
the Mycenaean lands also. There has been a great change from the

FIG. 12.—REPRESENTATIONS OF MYCENAEAN (?) METAL Pilhoi: TOMB OF RAMESKS II I .

Circa 1200-1150 B.C.

days of the ' Great Men of Keftiu ' ; we are no longer dealing with highly
civilized Mycenaeans of the Cretan type, but with less cultured warriors,,
perhaps of the type of the robber-princes who may have heaped up
the fastness of Mycenae with the spoil of Cretan cities. The earlier
' Mycenaeans' came to Egypt in the days when the king of Alashiya
corresponded amicably with his ' brother' of Egypt, and the king of
Yantanay sent great silver vases of the work of Keftiu as his greatest

1 The Egyptian painter has Egyptianized the forms in some measure, but the character of the
ornamentation, and its identity with that of the Biigelkannen with which these vases are associated,
make it very probable that they are carelessly represented Mycenaean pithoi but of metal, not
of clay.
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mark of friendship and respect for the ruler of the Nile-land. The
resemblance of the Keftiu, whose gold and silver vases were triumphs
of Mycenaean art, to the men of Knossos, is not merely fortuitous :
these were ambassadors from peaceful Minoan Crete. The Minoan
period, the great age of Knossos and Fhaistos, was contemporaneous
with the great age of Egypt also, the times of the Thothmes and the
Amenheteps ; the later day when the centre of the altered Mycenaean
culture had passed from Crete to continental Greece is the time when the
peaceful Kef tin had passed from the ken of the Egyptians, and, in the days
of the degenerate Ramessids of Egypt, their place had been taken by
wandering tribes amid whose internecine struggles the older civilization
of Greece slowly degenerated and finally passed away.

XVIIlTH DYNASTY OBJECTS EROM MYCENAE.

An important Egyptian object, hitherto unpublished, was found at
Mycenae and is now in the National Museum at Athens, No. 4573. It is

the upper part and head of an ape, of blue vitreous com-
position, bearing on the right shoulder the cartouche of
Amenhetep II., Aa-kheperu-Ra < ^ , picked out in yel-

earliest Egyptian
It is contem-
1480 B.C.

low (Fig. 13). This is the
dated object found at Mycenae.
porary: the date is about y[ ' \

Another dated object was also found at Mycenae some
years ago ; it bears the number 2491 in the Athens Museum.
This is a small handleless vase of blue glazed faience with
a design of lotus-leaves in alternating dark and light blue
glaze, bearing the cartouche of Amenhetep III. {circa

1450 B.C.) in light blue (Figs. 14, 15). This vase was published in the
'E^rjfieph 'Ap^aooXoyiKr/ for 1888, p. 156. It is considerably restored, as
may be seen from the illustration here given, but the shape is correct ; the
vase is of a common Egyptian type of the XVIIIth Dynasty. Luckily
.the greater part of the cartouche has been preserved.

F K ; . 1.3.
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These objects confirm the generally accepted argument for the
contemporaneity of the Mycenaean period with the XVIIIth Egyptian

Fie. 14. FIG. 15.

Dynasty which has been drawn from the previously known occurrence of
objects of Amcnheteps III. and IV. and Thii from Mycenae and Cyprus.

I am indebted to M. Tsountas for permission to publish them.

H. R. HALL..


